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Pat Fawdry, Bena Cates, Kay Portman

Pat Fawdry:
This is Pat Fawdry and Bena Cates, B-E-N-A C-A-T-E-S.  This morning we’re talking with Kay Portman, 1741 Parkway in Memphis.  This is the Memphis Neighborhood and Public Policy Project sponsored by Metropolitan Interfaith Association with a grant from the Tennessee Committee for the Humanities.  This is May 23, 1979.
Kay Portman:
Twenty-fourth.
Pat Fawdry:
Twenty-fourth.  This is May 24.  Sorry.  We are talking with Kay because she has been very active in the Mid-Memphis Improvement Association from its first inception.  She is presently the President of this Association, and we’d like to get just some background.  Kay, why don’t you start with the earliest history?  You were talking to us a while ago about when the thing started and how it evolved and the name change and all that mess.
Kay Portman:
First of all, if somebody’s gonna type this, you better spell Portman – 
Pat Fawdry:
Okay.
[00:01:00]

Kay Portman:
– because it will come out wrong.  P like in Paul, O-R-T-M-A-N.
Pat Fawdry:
Okay.
Kay Portman:
Because nobody ever gets it right.
Pat Fawdry:
Okay.
Kay Portman:
Actually, I wasn’t involved in the beginning of the Association.  It started in 1969 to find a proposed rezoning of the southeast corner of Poplar and Stonewall for a McDonald’s restaurant, and it started mainly with the residents on Stonewall Street and then kind of spread out.  They decided just sort of out of the blue what area they were gonna take in, and it’s been that ever since, Madison, East Parkway, North Parkway, and Watkins, and that’s how it started.


I think, like I was saying, I don’t think the Association was too terribly well known for about five years it existed, and, of course, some of the people down at City Hall knew, because they did go


down and object several times, I guess, to that rezoning on that Poplar-Stonewall corner and also on the Poplar-Willett corner, I believe, and the Transition Center for Women was also a big issue and the Center for Reproductive Health at Polar and McNeil.
[00:02:22]
Pat Fawdry:
You said that you had Madison as the original?  This was the original boundary site?
Kay Portman:
The boundaries are Madison on the south, East Parkway on the east, North Parkway on the north, and roughly Watkins on – 
Pat Fawdry:
On the west?
Kay Portman:
– on the west.  It jiggles a little bit when it gets down – it actually goes down Watkins to Court and down Court to Avalon and then to Madison, actually.
Pat Fawdry:
How did you happen to pick Madison as opposed to Poplar, for instance?
Kay Portman:
I honestly don’t know.  Ms. Bowe told me that they were trying to decide what area to use, and Frances Coe is the one that suggested
[00:03:00]

Kay Portman:
these particular boundaries, and I don’t exactly know why.  I think – I think Ms. Bowe told me, but I’ve forgotten why they chose, except, well, Poplar to Madison, particularly from McLean west, has been a very iffy area, and I think partly the feeling probably was that if you can stabilize that, it helps stabilize this area.  

Now, why they didn’t go ahead and go on down to the alley behind Union – except, I guess, there isn’t an alley behind Union.  Just go on down to Union.  I don’t know, because that – now, on the east side of McLean – well, actually, the east side of Belvedere, going from Belvedere east, that area, a lot of it between Madison and Union, really needs some kind of an association.  I mean, there are still some really fine blocks in there, but some of them are just increasingly becoming commercial.

[00:04:00]
Bena Cates:
Who were the people that started it then?
Kay Portman:
I’ve got a list somewhere.  Ms. Bowe was one of them, of course, and a man named Moss, who lived next door to her, Tim Moss, Jenny Lee Jordan, I believe, who lives on Stonewall.  I think Mrs. Landau, who died some time this past year, was one.
Pat Fawdry:
But not any that are still – well, Ms. Bowe.
Kay Portman:
Ms. Bowe is still involved.
Pat Fawdry:
Not any others that are still – 
Kay Portman:
I don’t know whether Roy Reynolds was in on the original thing or not.  He lives on Willett, just south of Poplar.  I’ve got a list if you want me to go dig it out.
[00:05:00]
Pat Fawdry:
That’s okay.  That’s – like you say, maybe later.  Jenny Lee Jordan is still a possibility.
Kay Portman:
Uh-hmm.
Pat Fawdry:
Okay.
Kay Portman:
And Phil Moss was the first President.  I found that out going through some – 
Pat Fawdry:
Is he still in the neighborhood?
Kay Portman:
No.  He – I think he’s still alive and somewhere in Memphis, but as far as I know, he’s not still in the neighborhood.  The house he lived in he no longer owns.
Pat Fawdry:
Oh.
Kay Portman:
He lived on Stonewall right next to Ernest Bowe.  That’s been sold two or three times since, well, since we’ve lived here.
Begin Segment 2: [00:05:35:21]
Pat Fawdry:
Well, what was the catalyst to create general interest in it after this campaign?
Kay Portman:
I guess sort of general neighborhood improvement and then, of course, the expressway, I think.
Pat Fawdry:
Came about that time.
Kay Portman:
Well, actually, the expressway, the real problem with the expressway existed before the Association existed because,
[00:06:00]
well, the City Council, I think, finally approved the expressway on April 4, 1968, and it wasn’t very much later, ’68 and ’69, I think, when the houses were torn down, and, of course, at that point there wasn’t any association, and the homeowners, a few of them, were upset enough that they wanted to do something, but they really didn’t know what to do, and they just sort of didn’t have any means to fight with.  That was really before environmental laws, and – 
Pat Fawdry:
Were all those houses razed in ’68 and ’69?
Kay Portman:
I think it was probably ’68, ’69, and ’70.  I’m not – we didn’t live here then, so I’m not really sure, but I know they were there when we first came to Memphis in ’65, and they were long gone before we moved here in ’73.
[00:07:00]

So it was – and the eastern portion was finished in ’71 or ’72, and, of course, these houses had been torn down by then, but once they started tearing, they went fast, although the court told them not to do it.
Pat Fawdry:
Without – they were all torn down in one period.
Kay Portman:
Right.
Pat Fawdry:
They didn’t take a few and come back and take a few.
Kay Portman:
No.  No.
Pat Fawdry:
They just cleared the whole thing.
Kay Portman:
No, they just came through, condemned, and cleared the whole thing quickly, because they sort of wanted to use that as justification for completing the expressway, which the court said you cannot do.
Pat Fawdry:
You know, you – go into that a little bit more.  What you’re saying is that they did something illegally, then.  Is this a matter of perception, or is it a matter of – 
Kay Portman:
It’s sort of a-legally rather than illegally.  No, it’s not a matter of perception.
[00:08:00]

I think the Citizens to Preserve Overton Park had already – well, had filed a suit.
Pat Fawdry:
As early as ’68?
Kay Portman:
I think ’68 or ’69.  Now, I’m not sure that they filed their first – there must have been something, because there is something in one of those environmental impact statements that says that they could build the highway to within a mile or a mile and a half of either side of the park, and they would not issue an injunction to not tear down the houses around the park, but the court strongly advised the state to not tear down the houses.  It wasn’t – they – there wasn’t an injunction or anything like that saying, “You cannot do it,” but the court said, “We strongly recommend that you not do it.”
Bena Cates:
So it was really from lack of unified opposition by the neighbors.
[00:09:00]


That would have probably made the difference.
Kay Portman:
That could – that could have made the difference, right.
Bena Cates:
The vacuum made it possible to go ahead.
Kay Portman:
Right, and a lot of – I mean, of course, even going back more historically and when you want to get into public policy, I understand from a person who was on the Planning Commission many years – well, 15, 10, 15 years ago – that this area was in the early or mid-sixties redlined.  You could not get loans, I think particularly like north of Overton Park.
Pat Fawdry:
Early sixties?
Kay Portman:
I think it was early or mid-sixties, somewhere in there.  The area was redlined, and, of course, I do not know, and I have never seen it written down, and that is just hearsay, but it’s on pretty good authority.

[00:10:00]
Of course, that depressed the property values, and I don’t know which is cause and which is effect, because, of course, the expressway was proposed through here as early as ’55, ’57, something like that, and so I don’t know whether the proposed expressway caused the redlining or whether the redlining was sort of a play to depress the property so it wouldn’t cost the state as much, but one – like I said, I don’t know which is cause and which is effect or whether they’re just sort of coincidentally causing and effecting – 
Bena Cates:
Well, not only that, if they just happen to come at the same time.
Kay Portman:
Causing and effecting at the same time.  I don’t – I suspect that probably the proposed expressway caused the redlining for a number of reasons.  
Begin Segment 3: [00:10:44:24]
When Northside High School was built, the whole area north of here changed racial makeup rapidly, like in four or five years.
[00:11:00]

The expressway becomes a natural barrier type sort of thing, so you assume then this whole area to the expressway probably will turn over racially, because you put in a natural barrier, and that’s how these things are sort of determined, and I suspect that that may be what caused redlining, which, of course, in turn depreciated the property values, so the state really paid very little for even considering property values.
Pat Fawdry:
For those things that – 
Kay Portman:
Yeah, I mean, you know, houses like this they bought for $12,000.00, $14,000.00.
Pat Fawdry:
Okay, can you – how do you go back and pinpoint that kind of thing? 
Kay Portman:
I don’t know, and I don’t know if you can ever pinpoint redlining.  I don’t know if you can find anybody that had experience with it or not or whether you can ever prove it, because you usually can’t prove redlining.  It’s a hard thing to prove, but – 
[00:12:00]
Pat Fawdry:
Okay, once – once – 
Kay Portman:
And I don’t think loan companies keep records of applications for, I don’t know, what, four or five years, but we’re talking about 15 years ago, probably, and there probably aren’t any records of loan applications around anywhere so that you could prove it.
Pat Fawdry:
Do you know names of people who were in those houses who are still around?
Kay Portman:
The only one – well, no, I know two for sure.  One is Jerry Britton, who lives over here at 16 – 
Bena Cates:
[Inaudible Comment] 
Kay Portman:
Yeah, 90 North Parkway.  Another one is Joan Ross, who lives over here on Forrest.
Pat Fawdry:
Joan – 
Kay Portman:
Ross, right.
Pat Fawdry:
On Forrest?
Kay Portman:
Right, George and Joan Ross.  They had one of the houses on Overton Park.  Those are the only – 
Pat Fawdry:
Jerry Britton?
Kay Portman:
Britton, B-R-I-T-T-O-N.
Pat Fawdry:
Okay.
[00:13:00]
Kay Portman:
And her mother lives in the Parkview.
Pat Fawdry:
Okay.
Kay Portman:
It was actually her mother’s house, I guess, at that point.
Pat Fawdry:
Were these – were the leaders in the Citizens to Preserve Overton Park MMIA people, too?  Now, that predates MMIA as an organization, doesn’t it?
Kay Portman:
I really don’t know.  I don’t think so.  I think – 
Pat Fawdry:
Now, were they the same people?
Kay Portman:
No.
Pat Fawdry:
The same leaders?
Kay Portman:
No.  No.  Dr. Smith, whose first name is escaping me, and I’ll have to get it from somebody else, over at Southwestern was one of the leaders in CPOP, and I think Irma Sternberger, who lives out east, was one, and Mrs. Stoner, who lives over on Williford, was with CPOP for – I mean, she’s – 
[00:14:00]
Bena Cates:
And Jim Williamson was, wasn’t he, or did he come along later?  Inaudible.
Kay Portman:
I don’t know.  Those are the only three people that I know of right offhand.  I’m sure there were others, and they can tell you who the others were. 
Bena Cates:
And the third one was – it’s Smith, Sternberger and – 
Kay Portman:
Mrs. Stoner.
Bena Cates:
Stoner, and is she in this neighborhood?
Kay Portman:
She’s over on Williford, which runs between Poplar and Broad.
Bena Cates:
Yeah.  I know where that is.
Kay Portman:
Just east of East Parkway.
Pat Fawdry:
Oh, when they started, the state had already built expressway up to the – up to this beltway through here, right?
Kay Portman:
When who started?
Pat Fawdry:
Okay, you said the houses started being razed in ’68.
Kay Portman:
No, I think they razed the houses before they completed.  I really don’t remember, and you’d have to check with somebody.
[00:15:00]

I think it was kind of a simultaneous thing.  I think they were building – 
Pat Fawdry:
Building.
Kay Portman:
– those two legs at the same time they were tearing down these houses.
Pat Fawdry:
Kind of closing in on this inaudible.
Kay Portman:
They have – in subsequent court cases they did try to use the fact that these houses were torn down as justification, and the court said, “You cannot do that.  That does not justify, because, first of all, you were advised to not do it, and you went ahead and did it anyway, and, secondly, it is not justification.  Two wrongs don’t make a right.”  That’s what the – 
Begin Segment 4: [00:15:30:15]
Pat Fawdry:
Okay, so right now, theoretically, it’s in limbo, correct, or is it not?
Kay Portman:
Yeah, it’s more or less in limbo.  There are, I think, still a few people at the state level attempting to push it and also attempting to push alternatives, and the last alternative we heard that was going to get a big push was once again the O&N Railroad right-of-way, which cuts right through VECA but would be – 
[00:16:00]

– and then would cut back off the L&N down here between Dickinson and Avalon, I believe, right about in that block, and run down the back side of Stonewall and cut back into the expressway, the corridor.
Pat Fawdry:
Okay, well – 
Kay Portman:
But that would be a terribly expensive, I think, alternative, also, because they’d have to buy all that property, buy a whole bunch more property.
Pat Fawdry:
What’s the gut feeling of people around here now?  What do they think is going to happen?
Kay Portman:
I think you’d probably get about as many different answers as you’d ask people.
Pat Fawdry:
Okay.  If nothing’s done – nothing’s done.  We have this property that supposedly belongs to the state now, right?
Kay Portman:
It does belong to the state.
Pat Fawdry:
Okay.  What are the rules and regulations concerning – 
Kay Portman:
Nobody knows.  It’s – 
[00:17:00]
Bena Cates:
Ida asked Mike Ritz this when I was with her.  Mike Ritz is up on all this about that, where it stands, and he says – he seems to know that it is entirely at the discretion of the state to do what they please with it, period.  They can sell it to anybody, he said.  He also said that until the state gets a concrete route out of the city of Memphis and sees asphalt being poured, they will never turn loose of this land – 
Kay Portman:
Right.
Bena Cates:
– because the city and county asked for it and pushed the state to do all these things they did it.  They did it.  They hold it.  Now they’re stymied and can’t use it, and, as a result – this is just quoting him almost word for word – they will never let it go until an alternative route such as you mentioned is a reality.
[00:18:00]

And then, the second thing that I just said, they can dispose of it, which is frightening, entirely at their discretion.  They can sell it to 20 developers – 
Kay Portman:
Except for one thing.
Pat Fawdry:
– of ADPs.
Kay Portman:
Except for one thing.  There are people who were displaced and survivors of people who were displaced, and three or four of them, at least, have said that if at such time there is ever an official announcement that we are not going to build an expressway on that land, they are going to go to court to sue for first right on that land, because it was condemned for one particular use, and I don’t – 
Bena Cates:
You think they’d do this?
Kay Portman:
Yes.
Bena Cates:
And hold out until the bitter end?
Kay Portman:
Yes, which means that – first of all, the Highway Appropriations Bill runs out in 1983, I believe, unless it’s extended.  

[00:19:00]
The Federal Highway Act runs out in 1983.
Bena Cates:
This is the interstate?
Kay Portman:
Uh-huh, that interstate, whole interstate bill, and unless they – 
Bena Cates:
All that.
Kay Portman:
Yeah, and unless they extend it, they have to have contract let by the end of that, and construction has to be – I don’t know whether it’s started or completed, probably started by 1986.  Now, if there is no route and no contracts in 1983, unless the United States Congress extends the highway bill, which is beginning to look highly unlikely, that’s it.  There will be no federal funds to build it with.  Then it becomes, you know, does the state want to build it or not want to build it.  Of course, we obviously know the state isn’t gonna build it, because they don’t want to spend that kind of money.  Okay, so it’s limbo, probably, until 1983 unless, as you say, something concrete is laid.
Bena Cates:
Literally.
Kay Portman:
Literally, right.  Right.  Right.
[00:20:00]

Then, after that comes these lawsuits, because I am sure that some of these people will sue, and if nothing else, you know, you’ve got an injunction and all this kind of stuff, so it’s probably a minimum of 10, could be 20 years before anything can be done with that land if the highway is not built on it.

Begin Segment 5: [00:20:23:14]
Pat Fawdry:
Kay, I was thinking you had said earlier that because it was condemned for a purpose.
Kay Portman:
Uh-hmm.
Pat Fawdry:
Okay, now Tennessee owns it or the government?
Kay Portman:
The State of Tennessee owns it.
Pat Fawdry:
Okay, so it’s not federally owned at all.
Kay Portman:
No.
Pat Fawdry:
Okay.  Is it – I was thinking that you said before that it could be two purposes.  One was more park land, and one was perhaps some subsidized housing.
Kay Portman:
Of course, see, that right now, there are other places in the country where federal highways have been successfully defeated, and the 
[00:21:00]
federal folks are suggesting – those are the two things that they are suggesting to states that they do with this kind of land is – 
Pat Fawdry:
But these are suggestions only.
Kay Portman:
Yeah.
Bena Cates:
They have to be.
Kay Portman:
Yeah.  I don’t know whether there’s some kind of federal funding that they would give.  I think there may be, and somewhere I think I have a clipping on it, but I’m not sure where it is.  There might be some federal funds for either park lands or subsidized housing, and, of course, this is why I say when you ask people in this neighborhood about it, you’re going to get as many different answers as people, because probably the one thing that would be worse for this neighborhood even than the highway is a bunch of low-income subsidized housing right down that strip.
Pat Fawdry:
Would the people who are talking about suing to get their land back consider it acceptable if it developed it was going to turn into

a state park?  Would they – 
[00:22:06]
Kay Portman:
They might.
Pat Fawdry:
– accede to that?
Kay Portman:
They might.  They might support a park.  I am not sure, and this is purely a personal opinion.  The state of Overton Park being what it is, I don’t think park is a good thing, either.
Bena Cates:
You don’t?
Kay Portman:
I really don’t.  First of all, Overton Park, it’s a lot of park, and it’s a lot of undeveloped park.  Secondly, Overton Park on weekends has gotten almost unusable in good weather.  It is just one big traffic jam on the roads that are open, and I don’t – and I think if you asked the people who live right on the fringes of the park, they would say that park land probably isn’t very much more beneficial

than subsidized housing, maybe, you know, a hair, a hair, a hair better.  I mean, it’s a better alternative.

[00:23:09]


I really think that what most people in this neighborhood would like to see is really have it rebuilt with – 
Bena Cates:
[Inaudible Comment] 
Kay Portman:
I mean, the dream, yeah, the dream is single family residential in architectural styles that are compatible with the rest of the neighborhood, not a bunch of, you know, cedar shake.
Bena Cates:
The bottom line kind of.
Kay Portman:
Yeah, right.  That probably is not economically feasible for all of it.  Now, the way I – at first, I could imagine, you know, a great pud out there, you know, but when I began to look at it, the way it slices through, most of it is half blocks.  It’s not like even a clear swath down a block in most places.  There are a few houses on this side of what used to be an alley, a little empty space at the end, this part gone.
[00:24:00]

Down on the next street you get the houses here on the alley, and then you get a swath through, and it’s just chopped up, just practically all those blocks through there.  It’s not really a land – you know, a really good land mass to develop except possibly over in the area where the Avalon interchange was supposed to go.  I mean, there’s a fair sized amount of land that’s sort of unto itself or contiguous to that little commercial zone over there that, you know, you maybe could do something with it, but the rest of it really would just kind of chop everything up to do anything except to put in single family or possibly duplex townhouse kinds of structures.
Pat Fawdry:
Okay.  Do you see CPOP and MMIA simply kind of being vigilant right now?  Are either of you doing active – 
[00:25:00]
Kay Portman:
We have a committee headed by Dr. Kuntz that I think hasn’t met that is supposed to be coming up with some sorts of alternative proposals for the land in case the highway is officially declared dead at any point so that we have some sorts of idea – 
Bena Cates:
Somebody with a plan –
Kay Portman:
Right.
Bena Cates:
– that the state level will get first shot at it – 
Kay Portman:
Yeah.
Bena Cates:
– with a coherent program.
Kay Portman:
Something – right, that we could recommend and that the neighborhood could feel comfortable with.
Bena Cates:
And not find out a month later that the developer had already been to the state, bought the land – 
Kay Portman:
Right.
Bena Cates:
– and was getting ready to build.
Kay Portman:
Right.  
Begin Segment 6: [00:25:41:24]
Pat Fawdry:
Do you – is CPOP sort of – how closely do y’all work with CPOP?
Kay Portman:
We’ve worked quite closely with CPOP.  The thing is we have one point of diverse – strong point of divergence, which is why we have never filed as a friend of the court or anything with them, and

[00:26:00]
that is CPOP’s sole reason for existence is to keep the highway out of the park.  We go farther than that.  

We not only don’t want it through the park, we don’t want it through the neighborhood, nor do we want it through VECA, nor do we want it through Central Garden.  I mean, we just don’t want the highway through Midtown anywhere, anyhow, and it gets to the point where, see, CPOP’s whole legal thing is built on the fact that they believe there are feasible alternatives, prudent and feasible alternatives.
The whole law case has been built that the state says that there are no prudent and feasible alternatives, and, of course, we recommend one prudent and feasible alternative, namely just hanging some I-40 signs on the northern perimeter, and that takes care of the whole thing, but the state won’t buy that, but, you know, why not?  That’s a prudent and feasible alternative, but they won’t buy it.

[00:27:00]


And so that, anyway, that’s where we differ from CPOP, because they – anything that doesn’t infringe on the park, for instance, the L&N alternative – 
Bena Cates:
Is okay with them.
Kay Portman:
It would – yeah.  I mean, it’s not – it’s probably not personally okay with them, but it is legally okay with them.  I mean, they cannot fight the L&N alternative.  They don’t have any – because they are fighting on the environmental basis and the damage to the park and the national parkland statute and all that kind of stuff, which if you build the L&N alternative – 

Now the North Parkway alternative, I’m not sure.  I think they would cop out on that.  I’m not sure.  I have a sense that they would.  However, it’s possible we can pick that one up, because it does infringe on the park.  I mean, if the animals are gonna get contaminated from the south side, why aren’t they going to get equally contaminated from the north side, especially when the prevailing winds are from the southwest?
[00:28:00]

Pat Fawdry:
Oh, gosh, I had a question.  Yeah, what do you do with the argument that, or do you even address it, that CPOP and MMIA and anybody else who’s against the expressway coming through this area is really detrimental to the life of Memphis, that is, getting some life downtown and that kind of stuff?
Kay Portman:
The highway will probably do next to nothing for downtown.  All experience with interstate highways has shown that all they do is make it faster and easier for folks to get out of downtown.  One of the reasons that southeast Memphis developed so fast, so rapidly in Germantown is because that southern perimeter was built, and it became very easy to get from downtown to southeast Memphis. 
[00:29:00]
Raleigh and Frazier have taken longer, because that highway wasn’t built, and – 
Pat Fawdry:
What about access to downtown just for local people, though?
Kay Portman:
Well, of course, that’s what this highway would be.  The state’s Environmental Impact Statement shows that at the maximum, six percent of traffic on that highway would be interstate.  The rest of it would be trips originating within the area of the Mississippi River and, I think, Nonconnah Creek or something.
Bena Cates:
Well, isn’t that Pat’s point exactly, and, I mean, that she’s representing that argument, the people that say it will open up downtown –
Kay Portman:
People – people who – 
Bena Cates:
– as nothing else has because of easy access?  It’ll do more for downtown than anything else.
Kay Portman:
If the northern perimeter is built, it will take exactly four minutes longer to get from Germantown downtown than it would take if this highway is built.  

[00:30:00]


It’s two miles, two miles north from where you would get onto I-40, and it’s about a mile and a half or two miles south.  At 55 miles an hour, that’s about four minutes is all the more time it would take.
Bena Cates:
But wouldn’t it serve people all between?  I mean, you’re talking about the extreme eastern – 
Kay Portman:
No.
Bena Cates:
– bedroom community, but wouldn’t it open up fast access to people who now live between here and Germantown and can’t – 
Kay Portman:
Not tremendously.
Bena Cates:
– get down there?
Kay Portman:
And first of all, figures show that at rush hours, the highway, the way it is designed will be a bottleneck.  The area through the park will bottleneck, anyway.  You won’t be able to move on it if all the people that are proposed to use it use it.  It’s only designed as two lanes each way through the park, and it will just simply bottleneck, and so people will find themselves using those perimeters, anyway,
[00:31:00]
when they’re coming in or using Poplar.  Poplar is almost faster, anyway – it’s a more direct route – or the North Parkway, which they already use, anyway, or Union, which is already used, and it probably wouldn’t save five minutes for anybody.


And, secondly, since the Boyles have built the Center of the Future, it doesn’t matter what you build.  Folks out there aren’t going downtown unless they work there or absolutely [audio skip].

Begin Segment 7: [00:31:41:13]
Pat Fawdry:
Essentially, what you’re saying is that the argument of being faster and more convenient doesn’t hold water, because you’ve already, A, got the fastness with some of the other – when the northern perimeter is in, you’ve got the same fastness.
Kay Portman:
Right.
[00:32:00]
Pat Fawdry:
And that the design doesn’t allow it to be any more convenient from that standpoint.
Kay Portman:
Not really, and another thing, too, is that energy getting what it is, there is theoretically a possibility that if the highway isn’t built, there is up to $171 million available to Memphis for a mass transit system.
Pat Fawdry:
Does that – are you talking about buses, even?
Kay Portman:
Buses, trains, whatever, any kind of mass transit system, which, to serve particularly the people who want to go downtown who live within the existing expressway system, probably would be, you know, an effective mass transit system.  What we have right now is not tremendously effective.  Probably it would serve people better than the highway, because, once again, people going downtown are primarily going to be the people who work in the Medical Center

[00:33:00]
and work downtown, which is I don’t know how many thousands of people.  Thirty-seven thousand or something like that every day go down and come back.  It’s a tremendous number of people, and a mass transit system would serve people better.  You build a highway, and another thing, you know, you have to keep building parking lots, and pretty soon you’ve got one gigantic parking lot downtown.
Pat Fawdry:
What about – okay, so I think that’s pretty well covered.
Bena Cates:
Why do you express it as an either/or situation?  Is the money for mass transit contingent on not building the highway?
Kay Portman:
Right.  It’s – again, it’s an outgrowth of these highways that have been stopped in other places, and it’s an outgrowth of the Transportation Highway Act and all that kind of stuff that they
[00:34:00]
have now said that if you do not build a highway – I don’t know.  They have some kind of formula – funds are available to design and build a mass transit system if you do not – in lieu of the highway.  I mean, this is all again coming out of the energy thing as an energy – and it’s federal funds.  In other words, if the federal government puts the funds to lay concrete, they don’t have the funds for the mass transit.
Bena Cates:
So it’s the same funds.
Kay Portman:
Right.  It’s the same funds, right, and it’s figured on some kind of formula, and I think the $171 million was arrived at because of the cost of the tunnel, which, of course, if the state would go ahead and build the tunnel, they can legally build the highway.  They will build the tunnel through the park, which they have adamant –
Bena Cates:
But the state has to pay for the tunnel.
Kay Portman:
No, they have to pay ten percent of the cost of the tunnel, but the tunnel has gone up, I think, in the years that they’ve messed around with it from something like, I don’t know, $121 million or a $141 million.  It’s probably up at $200 million now.
[00:35:00]

It was $171 or $181 million the last time, when the last Secretary of Transportation who proposed it proposed it.  It keeps going up, and this $171 million is based on that kind of a cost estimate.  Now, if – but based on a cost estimate of just laying concrete across the park.  Of course, there wouldn’t be anywhere near that much money available.
Pat Fawdry:
I’d like to get into now some of the concerns of the neighborhood other than the expressway.  You mentioned earlier that you all had done some zoning battles that – you had talked about some group institutional homes.  What are the problems and concerns that are facing the group now, either individually or as a group?
Kay Portman:
Well, of course, always, because of the zoning that was done in 1955 – 

[00:36:00]


And once again you’re getting into public policy effects on neighborhoods.  The whole city was zoned in 1955.  This area west of Evergreen was all zoned R3, which is duplex, or R4, which is multifamily residential.  There was some commercial zoning, of course, granted on Poplar.  The area south of Poplar between, I guess, probably, I would say, McLean or possibly even Cooper, I think, and Watkins was again all zoned, I think, R3 and R4, most of it R4. At the time it was zoned, most of it was used as single family 

[00:37:00]
residential.  There were some – there are spotted throughout the neighborhood structures that were built as duplexes when they were built back in the early part of the century, 1915, 1925, 1930.  There are – were and still are several more that were converted, from what I understand, primarily during World War II, when housing was scarce in Memphis.  There were some of those, but a lot of the duplex and multifamily structures are single-family conversions.  They were houses that were built as single family.


The effect of that zoning has been that more and more of these larger houses have been converted to duplex or multifamily, and it’s also the thing that allows the transition centers, the group homes, and all of that thing to come into this neighborhood, where they can’t go into Fox Meadows or East Memphis, where, you

[00:38:00]
know, you’ve got a solid sheet of R1 and R2 single-family residential, and you can’t move more than four people, unrelated people, into a place like that when you’ve got single-family residential zoning.  You can when you’ve got multifamily.  You can move all kinds of folks in fraternity houses and, you know, a whole gamut of group living kinds of things.
Begin Segment 8: [00:38:26:20]

So that’s been one problem, and that’s why these kinds of places have been dumped on Midtown, rather than being spread throughout the city, because the zoning allows for it.  There are also places – and this is what happened with The Center for Reproductive Health.  There are also places that are zoned R5, and I’m not exactly sure what it means, except that it means that an eleemosynary institution can exist in one of those places without any kind of public hearing or anything like that.

[00:39:00]

They have to get a special permit from the city, but they don’t have to have a public hearing.  Now, to put one of these in an R4, multifamily, you do have to have a public hearing on it, and then the Land Use Control Board and the City Council can grant permission if they decide that the objections aren’t valid and all that sort of thing.

Well, in R5, all they’ve got to do is go down to the Planning Commission or the – I don’t know what you call it these days – and just get a permit that says we’re going to run an eleemosynary institution in here.  That’s how The Center for Reproductive Health got on the corner of Poplar and McNeil, because it was zoned R5, and there were several of these corners that sort of serve as buffers between commercial and residential that were zoned that way, and it just leaves them wide open for that kind of use.

Bena Cates:
What’s an eleemosynary institution?
Kay Portman:
It’s one that exists for charitable or educational non-profit kinds of purposes.

[00:40:00]
Bena Cates:
So it can’t be a private clinic that’s – 
Kay Portman:
No, it can’t be – 
Bena Cates:
– making a profit?
Kay Portman:
Right.
Bena Cates:
Even if it’s health-related or – 
Kay Portman:
No, it has to be – 
Bena Cates:
– service-related thing?
Kay Portman:
It has to be kind of non-profit.
Bena Cates:
Why in 1965, I mean, ’55, would they have zoned this whole Midtown area R3 and R4 when it was at present entirely single-family homes?
Kay Portman:
Well, it wasn’t entirely single families.  I said there were a lot of conversions, and there were some, you know, apartments and duplexes and things spotted in.  Well, I think, when you think back, in 1955 large houses were considered economically unfeasible for average income people to own and maintain.  They were old.  I mean, old has until, you know, the last couple of years, has just really been looked down on in Memphis.  If it’s old, you tear it down, regardless of, you know, what it has in it.
[00:41:00]

I mean, if it’s more than 30 years old, you level it.  They were old, so, you know, who cared?  And also, I mean, I guess historically when you look at American cities, you always have a downtown area and then a ring area of higher density before you get into your single-family lawn and garden concept kinds of things, and it just seemed – 
Bena Cates:
It’s just a traditional pattern – 
Kay Portman:
Yeah, it was sort of a traditional – 
Bena Cates:
– of urban America.
Kay Portman:
Right.  Right.  Exactly.
Bena Cates:
Well, you just said, in saying that, until the last few years anything old came down immediately.  Do you think there’s a genuine heightened consciousness among, say, the general neighborhood, not just the people who are thinking ahead, of the value of preserving the old here and digging in and redoing the old or – 
Kay Portman:
I think it’s interesting.
Bena Cates:
Valuing the old rather than replacing?
[00:42:00]
Kay Portman:
I think it’s interesting, and I think it came out when I attended the wake for the Hill Mansion that Bill Lewis held.  I call it a wake, because that’s exactly what it was, and it came out there that, to a large extent, the people who are most interested in preserving the older areas are young people and young people from other parts of the country.  There are a few like Ms. Bowe who, you know, that’s been their life’s lifelong dedication, really, is preserving things that are old.  I mean, there are a few conservationists that have been around forever, but I think that any numbers that may have increased in the last two or three years, in large part due to the Hill Mansion thing, probably, which is only a year old, are younger people, are the young people and young people who come from somewhere else.  And I think – 
[00:43:00]

I don’t know whether you’ve found it or not in interviewing people around here, but I think there are a couple of different kinds of mindsets.  I think a lot of the people that have lived here forever are, for some reason or another, have this sort of defensive attitude.  They have stayed here because it was their family home, but they really don’t think it’s the greatest place in Memphis to live, whereas the strange weirdoes like us who have bought in here in the last five, six, eight years, you know, within that time frame, we do – we live here because we think it’s the greatest place in the city of Memphis to live, and we’re not defensive about it.  We like it here.  We’ve lived in other parts of Memphis, and we like it here.
Bena Cates:
There’s a strong spirit in this neighborhood.  Don’t you think?
Kay Portman:
Yes.  Yes.
Pat Fawdry:
But we have run into exactly what you’re saying.  “We’ve been here this long, and it’s our home, and it surely has deteriorated, but we’re going to stay.”
Kay Portman:
Yeah.  Yeah.  You get, “Well, the school isn’t as good as it used to be, and it sure isn’t like it was when my children were growing up,” and blah, blah, blah.

[00:44:03]
Pat Fawdry:
You’re right.  You do get both.
Kay Portman:
And, of course, I think one thing that a lot of those folks are not aware of, that nowhere is like when their children were growing up.  I mean, my husband’s family lives in a – his mother lives in a little tiny town in northern Indiana, and his uncles live on a – his elderly uncles live on a farm, and they are all as scared in their houses as these folks living right here are scared in their houses and, you know, feel that things are not like they used to be.  It’s a – I don’t think it’s a thing that’s peculiar to this Midtown area, but I think the people who have been here for 30 – you know, since the 1930s or something like that, I think do think that it is peculiar to this area, and it’s not.
Begin Segment 9: [00:44:52:05]
Pat Fawdry:
Do you see people – do you see the organization now doing anything concrete as far as any down-zoning or any, you know, recently – 
[00:45:00]
Kay Portman:
Yeah, we have – yeah, we have a – we’ve done a whole down-zoning plan for the entire neighborhood.  We took it down to the Planning Commission.  The only thing they would accept for openers was the area north of Poplar, and then we had proposed down-zoning to – they would accept – and they would accept down-zoning to single-family residential for everything between Evergreen and Stonewall.  They – 
Bena Cates:
From R3 and R4?
Kay Portman:
Yeah, down to R2.  They would accept that.  They sent us out to re-survey McNeil, Garland, and Watkins.  They couldn’t believe that that – 
Bena Cates:
That’d be a breakthrough, wouldn’t it, to do that?
Kay Portman:
That that was – that that could be single-family.  So one day last December or whenever it was, November or December, when it was ten degrees, I know.  Felt like it was ten below.  We went out and re-surveyed.
[00:46:00]

So then they decided that, yes, indeed, we did have a good case for McNeil.  Several places over there have converted back from single-family – I mean, from duplex back to single-family, and they couldn’t believe Watkins, because Watkins has been backing a commercial strip now for 25 years, and north of Larkin we found, I think, two or three duplexes in the whole area between Larkin and the corridor, well, between Larkin and Overton Park, and so they finally allowed, well, you know, if it hasn’t changed with that R4 zoning and commercial backup, they would allow that.


Then they had problems with Garland, so we went back, and we did Garland again, and now we are at the point where they are willing, once we redraw our maps and type a second set of address labels, which they neglected to tell us we needed to in the 
[00:47:00]
beginning, that they will go with our down-zoning for that area, but now we have to re-survey and re-apply and restate our case for the area south of Poplar.
Pat Fawdry:
So you really feel like north of Poplar you’ve pretty well got in hand.
Kay Portman:
Right.  It’s pretty – 
Pat Fawdry:
Okay, now, then, how long do you anticipate it taking you to finish up the loose ends on north of Poplar?
Kay Portman:
Oh, probably two months.
Pat Fawdry:
Okay.  What’s – what are some other – and so will you go ahead and start on south of Poplar?
Kay Portman:
Yeah, we’ve already had part of it re-surveyed.
Pat Fawdry:
Okay.  What about the – okay, this we’re talking about down-zoning.  What about Historic District?  Now, recently MMIA received an award from CD, the Landmark Commission, because y’all were so neat and good and outstanding – 
Kay Portman:
Yes.  Yes.
Pat Fawdry:
– characters and had pulled strings and all that kind of stuff.  Anyway, because of your goals for establishing a Historic District, where does that stand now?  Is somebody actively working on that?  If so, what are they doing, and how much support does the Association give?

[00:48:04]

Kay Portman:
The Association gives what support it can.  Myra Jones is heading up the committee.  Mr. Burroughs has been out, and he’s doing all the photography.  You have to have three copies of picture – of a picture of every house that goes into a historic designation survey.  You have to one local, state, and national.  That’s being done.


Some of the streets that are in the historic designation – and it’s a weird area, because we were going to do the whole area, but Anne Bennett decided that was unmanageable, and so she and Myra went and drove streets, and it’s kind of a W-shaped sort of a thing with bits and pieces here and there.  And I would say probably over – probably at least 75 percent of the streets the architectural survey, in other words, the look and note, has been done.

[00:49:00]


For a small number of streets, the library research has been done.  You have to go back and check and see if there are any famous people or historic events connected with every house, and you have to go to the library and check all that kind of stuff out.  You have to find out when each house was built, which – 
Bena Cates:
How many houses would you estimate?
Kay Portman:
I think we’re talking about – is it 400, 600?  Somewhere I have it written down, but it’s a goodly number.
Bena Cates:
Is it an MMIA project?
Kay Portman:
Yes, MMIA started it, but we’re having a really hard time getting people to do these hours, tedious hours of library work and leg work and all that kind of stuff.
Bena Cates:
Is there a deadline?  Do you have a – 
Kay Portman:
No.  No.
Bena Cates:
– time deadline from a – 
Kay Portman:
No, there really isn’t.  You only send filings in once a year or twice a year or something like that.  We’ve missed so many of them that there is no deadline.
Bena Cates:
The lack of deadline is one of the things that makes people on the street not go on and finish up their work, obviously.
Kay Portman:
Right.
[00:50:00]

Bena Cates:
Well, what’s – what about the MMIA activity on the concerns at the corner of Poplar?  What’s the Association doing?  Is it Poplar and Cleveland?
Kay Portman:
Yeah.  Well, actually, that – 
Bena Cates:
That’s another big area.
Kay Portman:
Yeah, and that probably, I would say, right now that whole Cleveland-Poplar commercial strip, all the way to Parkway, really all the way to Union and even most of Poplar, is kind of a concern, because, well, Cleveland particularly there’s a lot of – 
Bena Cates:
It’s the type of thing on Cleveland – 
Kay Portman:
Well, it’s a – 
Bena Cates:
– more than strictly commercial.
Kay Portman:
Well, yeah.  No, yeah.  I mean, everybody’s glad for the commercial.  You’ve got to have some commercial to support a neighborhood.
Bena Cates:
Yeah, when you just said what you did – 
Kay Portman:
You can’t – yeah.
Bena Cates:
I didn’t understand why.
Kay Portman:
But it’s the type, and it’s also the fact that there is an awful lot of vacant commercial property on Cleveland, an awful lot.
Bena Cates:
I didn’t realize that.
Pat Fawdry:
There really is.  I drove out the other day, and I was amazed.
[00:51:00]
Bena Cates:
Where?  
Begin Segment 10: [00:51:01:06]
Bena Cates:
Between the Curb Market and the – 
Kay Portman:
And Parkway.
Bena Cates:
Those sleazy places?
Kay Portman:
Between – 
Bena Cates:
No, the other way.
Kay Portman:
Yeah, the – well, that whole furniture store that was Donald’s and then Royal and then something else burned, and that whole – it’s like a half a block of where –  
Bena Cates:
On Seerside.
Kay Portman:
Right, on Seerside.
Bena Cates:
Oh, right on the other side.
Kay Portman:
That is totally empty.  There’s a Singer store down there.  They finally rented one part of that, but there’s another building there that’s empty.
Bena Cates:
Is the grocery still there?
Kay Portman:
The grocery is still there.  It used to be an A&P.  It’s a Big Star now.  On this side of the street, east side, all of those businesses have turned over since we have been here, and there used to be a fabric store, and I don’t know what else was in there.  Now it’s mainly loan companies, a furniture store, and the Salvation Army Thrift Store is in there.  Sears is closed there on Watkins has closed.  Their suburban shop have been closed a couple of years.  That’s just sitting there vacant.
[00:52:00]

When you come on down Poplar, down Cleveland to Poplar on the corner, there are two restaurants, Gus’s, which was originally built as a Bonanza, Bonanza-type.  I’m not sure if it was Bonanza, and another one that was built as a roast beef stand next to it, which has gone through some – both of those have been empty for months.
Bena Cates:
Where are they?
Kay Portman:
On Poplar, between Garland and – no, between Watkins and – 
Bena Cates:
Oh, yeah.
Kay Portman:
What is the name of that little street that runs down there?  Oh, well, anyway, between Watkins and Cleveland.
Bena Cates:
I know it.  I can’t think of it.  Well, the Curb Market is a little jewel.  You know, that could be – 
Kay Portman:
Now, that – 
Bena Cates:
Is the Association at all intrigued with the idea of turning that into a real city – 
Kay Portman:
Yeah, that’s – 
Bena Cates:
– and tourist center in its – 
Kay Portman:
That was an idea that – 
Bena Cates:
– European sort of – 
Kay Portman:
Yeah, right.  That’s an idea that we threw – 
Bena Cates:
– atmosphere.
Kay Portman:
– out as a way to save that corner.  I mean, of course, the thing that concerns the residents, particularly the residents in the western end of the neighborhood, is the adult movie houses and Annie’s
[00:53:00]
Fannies and the nude dancers and all that kind of stuff and the fact that there’s so much empty commercial that more of that stuff could go in there, because, you know, again, I don’t know which is cause and which is effect.

Also, I noticed in the paper on Sunday that – I think it’s the buildings that Giovanni’s and Halpern’s are in and that 7-11 store and the Easy Way properties are for sale.
Bena Cates:
Those are two – 
Kay Portman:
That’s a huge thing.
Bena Cates:
Those two food places – 
Kay Portman:
Yeah.
Bena Cates:
– may go?
Kay Portman:
Well, I don’t know, but there was an ad in the paper Sunday.
Bena Cates:
They don’t own them?
Kay Portman:
No, the people that – 
Bena Cates:
The tenants don’t own them?
Kay Portman:
The tenants don’t own them, no.  Most of that stuff is, you know, not owned by the tenants, and the Curb Market is a land lease kind of thing that lasts until 2036 or something like that.
Bena Cates:
Is this that Nashville owner that owns the corridor?
Kay Portman:
It’s a – it’s a – yeah, I think they’re in Nashville.  It’s some insurance company that actually owns the land, and the Hanovers have the land lease and own the buildings, I think.
[00:54:03]

Bena Cates:
All the way – Curb Market all the way down to Poplar and all those buildings on the corner?
Kay Portman:
Yeah.  Yeah, right.
Bena Cates:
All those?
Kay Portman:
Yeah.
Bena Cates:
Well, is the – is it James Glenn and his group?  Are there any activities – 
Kay Portman:
Yeah.  Well, they’re working very hard.
Bena Cates:
– directed toward those – 
Kay Portman:
I think what we’re hoping –
Bena Cates:
– desirable places?
Kay Portman:
Well, I think we have finally come to the conclusion that unless we do something about the whole thing, that just getting those undesirable places out is not going to do it.  Again, I don’t know where it comes from or why, but apparently that whole Cleveland Street, there is a tremendously high incident of shoplifting, thefts, and this kind of thing from all those businesses along there, and I

[00:55:00]
guess also it’s kind of a congregating place for people that are not too desirable.  I don’t know whether they’re drunk or what.  I don’t spend a whole bunch of time over there, so I don’t really see it.  That’s what other people tell me.  Now, whether this is a lack of police patrol or, you know, what lighting or what it is, but we’re beginning to delve into those kinds of things, also.  It’s actually – we almost, I think, decided last month that Annie’s Fannies and all those things are the effects rather than the causes of the problem.
Bena Cates:
Well, they’re there bringing in the undesirable people.
Kay Portman:
Yeah, they came – they came in because the area was perceived as undesirable, and nobody else wanted it.
Bena Cates:
Already.  That’s interesting.
Kay Portman:
And that they may be – that they may be – and then it becomes, you know, a self-fulfilling prophecy sort of a thing.  You know, it’s perceived as undesirable, so undesirables come in, so that makes it more undesirable, and it just goes on and on and on, and
removing them is probably treating a symptom rather than a cause.
[00:56:04]
Pat Fawdry:
It’s symptomatic of what’s really underneath.
Bena Cates:
How – 
Kay Portman:
Yeah.  Right.
Bena Cates:
So, does MMIA have a plan to attach the root cause, or are they gonna try?
Kay Portman:
Well, of course, we have – we have this – well, we have this great hope – it’s probably just a hope – that, you know, what Bob Dempsey and his homeowners group is doing with that group of apartments just south of Poplar, if they can really bring that off, that may be a large – 
Bena Cates:
It’s the source for all that.
Kay Portman:
A source for a lot of the problem, and if they can bring that off, that may be one step.  Now, there’s another whole area between Cleveland and Tech High and north of Poplar that is possibly even worse in parts.  It’s kind of up and back.
Bena Cates:
I know exactly.
Kay Portman:
Claybrook running on Tech High is not too bad, but it’s kind of squashed in between Cleveland and Claybrook.
[00:57:00]



There are just all kinds of really – oh, those gerry-built apartments and stuff that were built in the fifties that really just don’t look too well inhabited, and whether that’s where a source of some of the problems are, I don’t know, but it may well be that that’s where some of these problems are also coming from.
Begin Segment 11: [00:57:18:09]
Pat Fawdry:
You mentioned the apartment owner.  So is it called Apartment Owners’ Association?
Kay Portman:
It’s, well, yeah, it’s property.  It’s a property owners’ association.
Pat Fawdry:
Okay, and – 
Bena Cates:
Are you familiar with this at all?
Pat Fawdry:
Have you had contact?  Have they met with you and that sort of thing?
Kay Portman:
Yeah.
Pat Fawdry:
So you all have contacted them?
Kay Portman:
Right.  We have.
Bena Cates:
We came – Bob came and did that whole stitch that was their board.
Kay Portman:
Yeah, he told us.
Bena Cates:
Brought them into it.
Pat Fawdry:
Okay.  What about – so we’ve got zoning.  We’ve got the use, commercial use.  We’ve got historical district, so these are three major things that you all are looking into.
[00:58:00]


Kay Portman:
And I suspect if you talk to – and you probably already found it when you talked to the older residents, that there is a tremendous fear of crime.  Most of the older people in this neighborhood, and it’s probably true in most Midtown neighborhoods, will not answer their doors unless you call them first and tell them you’re coming.  If somebody knocks on the door, they will not answer the door, and I have found that.  I found that three and four years ago collecting for heart funds and stuff just up and down North Parkway even on Halloween, when the kids go trick-or-treating.
Bena Cates:
Especially on Halloween.
Kay Portman:
They don’t.  They do not – they do not answer their doors, and they are very much afraid of crime, and I don’t know from what statistics they dug out doing this long-range plan three or four years ago.  There really isn’t that much crime in this neighborhood.
[00:59:00]

Bena Cates:
It’s just the perception.
Kay Portman:
It’s the perception.  There are a lot of bike rip-offs.  If you leave your bike lying around, of course, it’s gonna get ripped off.  There are – on the streets back off of the parkway I think there are a lot of things like plants ripped off porches and stuff like that, but I really suspect a lot of that is kids, you know.  

As far as, you know, things like house burglaries, you know, breaking and entering, that sort of thing, I think it’s probably less frequent than in East Memphis and Germantown and those places, mainly because I think that the professional burglars do not perceive that there is that much of value to make it worth the risk.
Pat Fawdry:
Do you have a – do you have a neighborhood watch kind of thing?
Kay Portman:
No, we do not.  We have not really gone into the crime thing.  I think possibly part of it is because most of the people in the neighborhood or, you know, on the Board and that kind of thing really are not personally affected by that.
Bena Cates:
Do not feel threatened.
[01:00:00]


Kay Portman:
Yeah, really do not feel as threatened as some of the – particularly the older women that are living alone, and it’s something we should get into, but, again, I’m not exactly sure.  I think, you know, the project that y’all applied for and didn’t get, education on crime prevention and that kind of stuff, probably would have been – if it could reach the older residents, and, as I said, the only way you can reach them is getting a city blue book, finding out who they are, calling them, telling them who you are, and, you know, then going to talk with them personally.  

They do not go out at night.  That’s one reason the Sears store over here gave for closing at night is the older folks just don’t go out at night.  They do not, you know, unless they have somebody to come and pick them up and bring them home, see them inside and all that, and I’m not even sure how much they go out during the day.
Pat Fawdry:
Okay, one other thing you mentioned earlier, and that was the idea of redlining.  What do you know about – are loans readily available?  Do you have any problem with that kind of thing?  Have you seen – 
Kay Portman:
I don’t think so anymore.
[01:01:00]


Pat Fawdry:
Have you seen values go up?
Kay Portman:
Oh, yeah.
Pat Fawdry:
In proportion to other parts of Memphis?
Kay Portman:
Yeah.  In fact, I think possibly it may, even in the last two or three years, be a little better than many parts of town right here, mainly because it was down so low.  I mean, it was really a depressed area up until, well, probably I would say until about ’73, ’73 or ’74.  I mean, houses here were way, way undervalued. 
Bena Cates:
A little fellow’s at the front.  Is school out?
Kay Portman:
No.
Bena Cates:
Little bitty, a little bitty – all right, what do you think would be the results to the neighborhood, if any, in all these areas if there is once again a strong identification with a large and strong and satisfactory neighborhood school such as Snowden if you can then identify with the school as the neighborhood center for education and as a satisfactory and positive element?
[01:02:11]
Kay Portman:
I think it – I think it would be beneficial.  I was just thinking about that when we took our little break is that I think that was probably the one – that plus Pilgrim Southwestern are probably what kept the neighborhood going during the redlining, the highway destruction, all that.
Bena Cates:
Snowden School?
Kay Portman:
Snowden School, right, because Snowden School was always perceived as being one of the best if not the best school in the city, along with Central High School, and, of course, Vollintine also was perceived as being a very fine school, but, of course, Vollintineserved the area north of our area, really, and this area was not served by Vollintine until the pairing in 1972, and, of course –
[01:03:00]


Bena Cates:
They could go all the way through at Snowden until then.
Kay Portman:
Right.  They could start from kindergarten and go all – well, there weren’t kindergartens in those days.
Bena Cates:
No.
Kay Portman:
They could start at first grade – 
Bena Cates:
First grade on.
Kay Portman:
– through ninth grade, right, and go all the way through at Snowden, and it was perceived as a very good school and all that kind of stuff, and, of course, then when it was paired, people started, you know, in their imaginary fears and stuff started leaving.  I think, yeah, I think if there were a strong neighborhood school that had some kind of an acceptable racial balance, it probably – it would strengthen the neighborhood.  It definitely would strengthen the neighborhood.
Pat Fawdry:
What is that?  What is that number?
Kay Portman:
I honestly cannot say, because – 
[End of Audio]
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